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LABOR-HHS-EDUCATION/Advance Funding to Train Teachers

SUBJECT: Departments of Labor, Health and Human Services, and Education and Related Agencies Appropriations
Bill for fiscal year 2000 . . . S. 1650. Specter motion to table the Kennedy amendment No. 1819.
ACTION: MOTION TO TABLE AGREED TO, 56-43
SYNOPSIS:  Asreported, S. 1650, the Departments of Labor, Health and Human Services, and Education and Related Age

Appropriations Bill for fiscal year 2000, will provide $324.2 billion in new budget authority, which is $22.531
billion more than provided in fiscal year (FY) 1999 and is $911.0 million less than requested. This amount includes adve
discretionary and mandatory appropriations and $9.902 billion in spending from trust funds. Budget authority for fis@0 year 2
discretionary spending will total $84.018 billion.

The Kennedy amendmentvould add $220 million in advancegopriationgor FY 2001 for Teacher Quality Enhancement
grants.

Debate was limited by unanimous consent. After debate, Senator Specter moved to table the Kennedy amendment. Gen
those favoring the motion to table opposed the amendment; those opposing the motion to table favored the amendment.

Those favoringthe motion to table contended:

This education proposal is less objectionable than some of the other education proposals that have been put forwdrd on tl
because there is at least some valid empirical evidence that improving teacher quality improves student performancenédowev
Teacher Quality Enhancement Program did not even exist until last year, when it was funded at $77 million. This bilbal incre
the program's funding to $80 mih. Our cdleagues now say that is not enough; they have decided that we ought to quadrup
funding for this new program. They have suggested using advance appropriations, which conveniently relieve them of havi
worry about this year's spending caps. It is all the joy of spending with none of the worry of how to pay the bill. Wgoivill not

(See other side)
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our colleagues on this irresponsible spending spree. This bill already contains such a large increase in funding thatisupport f
from conservative Senators is lukewarm at best; adding more spending will jeopardize its passage. For education, we note that w
have already increased this year's spending by $2@billihich is a larger increase than requested by the President. Most of that
increase will be spent on existing Federal education commitments that are beingndeterfVe understand that many Democrats

would rather have this bill spend that extra $2.3 billion on their new education ideas instead, but they still shouldilibgilease

we have been able to come up with this much extra funding. They should quit trying to load the bill down with new spesnding idea
because every time they succeed in adding more spending they make it less liktthyithedss atall. The Kennedy amendment

to quadruple funding for this brand new program, in sum, is not a responsible proposal. We urge our colleagues to reject it.

Those opposinghe motion to table contended:

Several excellent suggestions have been made during this debate to improve public education. The Senate has considered
proposals todnd afterschool programs, to hire teachers, and to improve school facilities. The Kennedy amendment would take
another approach which is equally meritorious. It would provide funding to give teachers additional training in ordehenmake t
more effective teachers. This idea has broad, bipartisan support in the Senate. bhelgrtitris not eceiving a great deal of
funding. The Kennedy amendment would remedy that problem by bringing funding for the Teacher Quality Enhancement Program
up to its fully authorized level of $300 million. We urge our colleagues to support this amendment.



